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CONGRESS SUMMARY 


Debate Is Begun on Farm Bill—Pressure to Get 
Action on Labor Measure 


During the past week Congress moved to a consideration of 
the first item on the President's suggested program for the 
special session when the Senate, on Monday, began debate 
on the general farm bill reported by the Agricultural Commit- 
tee and the House Committee on Agriculture, on Wednesday, 
submitted a new farm bill. The House then adjourned over 
the weekend after adopting a unanimous consent agreement 
providing for three days of general debate on the bill to start 
on the call of the Committee chairman, which is expected 
Monday. 


The situation with regard to the wage and hour bill con- 
tinued to be discussed in the House. Mrs. Norton, chairman 
of the House Labor Committee, stated to the House on Wed- 
nesday that the Committee had instructed her after a meeting 
that morning to announce that the Committee, if and when 
the bill (S. 2475) comes before the House, would offer an 
amendment which would substitute a single administrator 
under the Labor Department for the five-man board now pro- 
vided for in the measure. 

Mrs. Norton called the attention of the House to replies she 
had received from letters written to John L. Lewis, William 
Green, and the Secretary of Labor asking their position on the 
bill. 


Mr. Lewis, chairman of the Committee on Industrial Or- 
ganization, stated that the bill contains “many serious limita- 
tions” but that in view of the legislative situation which now 
exists and “in the face of the determined opposition mustered 
by those employers who profit through substandard labor con- 
ditions, every effort should be made to bring about its pas- 
sage at the earliest possible moment.” 


Following an attack on the National Labor Relations Board, 
President William Green of the American Federation of 
Labor stated that “the American Federation of Labor can no 
longer endorse the draft of the Fair Labor Standards Bill 
now before the Rules Committee”. 

The Secretary of Labor said in her letter: “I believe that 
economic conditions today make the need of this legislation 
even more impelling and that every effort should be made to 
bring this measure to the House floor for a vote as expedi- 
tiously as possible.” 

The Labor Committee chairman closed her remarks with 
a plea for House members to sign the discharge petition 
lying on the Speaker's desk through which it is planned to 
bring the wage and hour bill before the House. Upon adjourn- 
ment for the week the petition had 180 out of the necessary 
218 signatures. 

Neither the House nor Senate agricultural bill (S. 2787- 
H. R. 8505) provides for processing taxes to finance the con- 
trol provisions of the two bills; both measures leave the 
financing of the proposals, necessary over and above the 


$500,000,000 of customs receipts available under the Soil 
Conservation Act, to future Congressional action. 

Generally the bills embody the Soil Conservation Act benefit 
payments plan for crop diversion from soil depleting crops, 
the ever-normal granary principle of storing surpluses, and 
a “middle of the road” plan for crop control. The bills pro- 
vide for a referendum on the question of whether a crop 
control program shall be compulsory or voluntary, the Senate 
bill requiring a two-thirds vote of the growers to bring about 
compulsory control and the House bill providing that if 
more than one-third of the growers vote against control 
quotas they shall be ineffective. Both bills are limited in 
scope to the five basic crops, wheat, corn, cotton, tobacco, and 
rice. 


A 40-hour week, 40-cents-an-hour minimum hour and wage 
bill (H. R. 8437) introduced several days ago by Representa- 
tive Connery of Massachusetts provides for the usual agri- 
cultural labor exemption and also recognizes the problems of 
the agricultural processing industries by including them in 
the exempting provision. 


Pennsylvania Misbranding Law 

In the Inrormation Letter for August 21st was given the 
text of the amendment to the Pennsylvania Misbranding Law 
adopted by the last session of the State Legislature. The 
law as amended requires that the labels of food packages 
shall bear the name and address of either the manufacturer 
or distributor of the package, stated in specific terms. It has 
been rumored that the law was interpreted to mean that the 
address to be given on package labels should be the ad- 
dress of the particular plant in which the package bearing a 
certain label was manufactured. 

A letter from Commissioner Harter, dated November 18, 
1937, states that the location of the general office meets the 
requirement of the law. Commissioner Harter’s letter reads 


as follows: 
“The term ‘address’ by the provisions of 
the General Food Ee eee used in connection with 


the name of the actual manufacturer or packer of a 
food product, where said products are prepared in 
two or more plants, shall be that of the main or gen- 
eral offices of the manufacturer or packer.” 


Rate Case Hearing Begins Monday 


Hearings on the application of the rail carriers before the 
Interstate Commerce Commission on their application for a 
15 per cent increase in freight rates, except as to five com- 
modities for which certain maximums are requested, will 
begin on Monday, November 29th, with the appearance of wit- 
nesses for the carriers. 

In response to a petition filed by thirteen water carriers 
operating to and from ports on the Atlantic and Gulf Coasts 


5406 


INFORMATION LETTER 


and Chesapeake Bay, the Commission has broadened the 
scope of this case so as to include proposals made by those 
carriers for a similar increase in their rates. 

While this proceeding does not include operators of com- 
mon carrier motor trucks, the members of the American 
Trucking Associations, Inc., which represents the trucking 
industry, recently intervened in the case. In permitting the 
intervention the Commission made it clear that these hearings 
will not deal with truck rates. 


Frank Van Camp Dies 


Frank Van Camp, long associated with the canning in- 
dustry in the Midwest and on the Pacific Coast, died in Los 
Angeles on Tuesday evening, November 23rd. Mr. Van Camp, 
who was in his 70s, was one of the pioneer canners of pork 
and beans, and established the Van Camp Packing Co., in 
Indianapolis. Later he went to California where he founded 
the Van Camp Sea Food Co., Terminal Island, one of the 
largest packers of tuna fish and other seafood products. 


John Hageman Automobile Accident Victim 


Many canners will regret to learn of the death of John 
Hageman, for many years secretary of the Wisconsin Canners 
Association and later its president, as the result of an auto- 
mobile accident near his home at Fort Atkinson. 


USE OF TERM “PETIT POIS” 
Limited to No. 1 Sieve Size Peas Regardless of 
Variety 


The Food and Drug Administration has always taken the 
position that the term “Petit Pois” might be used on canned 
peas of No. 1 sieve size but could not legally be used on the 
labels of peas that will not pass through sieve perforations 
9/32 inch in diameter. This matter was discussed in Tue 
InrorMaATIoNn Letter for June 6, 1936. 


This requirement is generally observed in the industry, but 
some canners and some distributors apparently are not fully 
conversant with it and a few peas of No. 2 size are still sold 
under “Petit Pois” labels. One member of the Association 
wrote recently that certain distributors had provided him with 
“Petit Pois” labels to be placed on a lot of No. 2 sieve sweet 
peas. The distributors advanced the argument that the ruling 
of the Food and Drug Administration limiting the use of the 
term “Petit Pois” to No. 1 sieve peas was applicable to Alaska 
peas only. It was argued that since sweet peas are larger 
than Alaskas at the same maturity, it would be appropriate to 
label No. 2 sweets as “Petit Pois.” This specific question was 
referred to the Food and Drug Administration and Mr. W. G. 
Campbell, the chief of that Bureau, responded with the fol- 
lowing letter under date of November 16, 1937: 


“We have your letter of November 10 in regard to the term 
‘Petit Pois.’ You refer to the understanding of some distribu- 
tors, and perhaps some canners, that the limitation of the term 
‘Petit Pois’ to No. 1 sieve size peas applies only to Alaska peas 
and that it does not apply to sweet peas because they are 
larger than Alaska peas of the same maturity. You indicate 
that they accordingly feel that No. 2 sweet peas may appropri- 
ately be labeled as ‘Petit Pois’ on the ground that it is the 
smallest size of sweet peas offered to the general trade. 


“In determining the propriety of any labeling under the 


Food and Drugs Act we must approach the question from the 
standpoint of consumer understanding. Our experience has 
been that, in the minds of the consuming public, the term 
‘Petit Pois’ is distinctly a size designation inrrespective of 
variety or state of maturity. In short, the only connotation 
it has is size, and consumers will expect only peas of No. 1 
sieve size or smaller under the designation ‘Petit Pois,’ irre- 
spective of variety. The fact that there may be no such com- 
mercial article as ‘Petit Pois’ as that term is understood in the 
sweet pea variety would not be justification for shifting the 
designation ‘Petit Pois’ to the next largest size in the case of 
sweet peas.” 


This matter is brought again to the attention of pea can- 
ners in view of the fact that from time to time peas of larger 
size than No. 1 which are shipped under “Petit Pois” labels 
are seized as misbranded and the shipper proceeded against 
under the criminal provisions of the Food and Drugs Act. 
Thus far the Food and Drug Administration has not made a 
survey with the idea of taking action against all products 
misbranded in this way which have been shipped in interstate 
commerce. The Administration feels that its time and re- 
sources should be devoted to subjects of more interest to the 
consuming public. However, from time to time some one in 
the trade brings shipments of such misbranded peas to the 
attention of the Administration and when this is done pro- 
ceedings are instituted with respect to such shipments. 

The whole question may possibly be confused by the fact 
that the term “Petit Pois,” although it meazs “small peas” 
literally, is used in France to designate green peas whatever 
their size and state of maturity as distinguished from dry, 
ripe peas. Although this idiomatic use of the term is under- 
stood in France, it is held by the Food and Drug Administra- 
tion that the term “Petit Pois” when appearing on labels of 
peas packed in the United States is understood in its literal 
meaning as equivalent to No. 1 peas. It is also stated that 
the position of the Food and Drug Administration is warranted 
by canning literature. In the Bureau of Chemistry Bulletins 
Nos. 125 and 151, issued in 1901 and 1912 respectively, and 
again in U. S. Department of Agriculture Bulletin No. 196, 
issued in 1915, it was represented as the custom of the indus- 
try to apply the term “Petit Pois” only to peas of No. 1 sieve 
size. The frequent occurrence of this statement in the can- 
ning literature of th’, country is pointed to as evidence that 
the use of the term “Petit Pois” on peas larger than the No. 1, 
whether on Alaska or sweet peas, is deceptive to consumers 
and consequently constitutes misbranding under the Food and 
Drugs Act. 

Attention is once more called to the fact that it is the indi- 
vidual or firm making a shipment in interstate commerce that 
is held responsible for any violation of the law that may be 
involved in any such shipment. For instance, a packer of 
such No. 2 peas labeled as “Petit Pois,” whether the labels are 
his own or a distributor's, is held to violate the law. No 
assurance that the distributor can give relieves the shipper 
of this responsibility. 


Market News Service on Fishery Products 


A market news service for fishery products is to be estab- 
lished by the U. S. Bureau of Fisheries, which will consist of 
the collection and dissemination of information on market 
supply and demand, receipts, shipments, storage and prices. 
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gress. 

The service will be established first in New York City, 
where one-third of the production of fresh and frozen fish of 
the country is handled. Later a service will be established 
in Boston. 


Freeze Damage in Florida and Texas 


Cold weather in Florida the morning of November 22nd 
killed all tender vegetables in Marion and Alachua coun- 
ties, consisting mainly of remaining beans and eggplant, 
according to reports received by the Bureau of Agricultural 
Economics. Reports from Hardee County indicate that all 
cucumbers were killed and there was 20 per cent damage to 
peppers and eggplant. No damage was reported in the 
Everglades, at Sanford, Winter Garden, Palmetto, Fort Pierce 
or at Fort Myers. The damage will not seriously affect the 
total fall vegetable production. There was no damage to 
citrus. 


In Texas, below-freezing temperatures on November 19th 
and the morning of November 20th damaged all tender 
vegetable crops in the Winter Garden area, except Laredo. 
Eggplant, peppers, and tomatoes were practically all lost, 
and many plants and vines were killed. Strawberries were 
not far enough advanced to be damaged. Temperatures in 
the Winter Garden ranged from 26 to 30 degrees. In the 
Laredo area, where temperatures ranged from 32 to 36 
degrees, tips of pepper and tomato plants were nipped, but 
growers are not expecting any loss of fruit and plants. Crops 
in the Lower Valley of the Rio Grande were not harmed by 
this cold weather. There was very little loss of fall plantings 
in the Corpus Christi section. 


Fruit and Vegetable Market Competition 
Carlot R by the Bunsen of 
ts as y Agricultural 


a 292 238 223 2,596 9,237 
17%6 142 205 25190 24. 
Green peas.......... 193 132 102 ‘ 7,476 
tic, 
directly... .. 2,184 2,177 2,218 60,490 57,664 
indirectly....... 39 105 4 605 815 
Fav 
Citrus, domestic. .... 5,371 4,039 1,996 25,005 21,751 
Imports........... 2 
Others, domestic... .. 770 1,492 1,619 50,099 53,463 
Christmas Dinner Leaflet 


Copies of “Christmas Dinner”, the latest leaflet issued by 
the Home Economics Division, were mailed to member ee of 
the Association on Tuesday. Copies are — <= 
issue of the Inrormation Lerrer to those not 

the special mailing. 


Funds for this work were provided by the Seventy-Fifth Con- 


Fresh Lima Bean Pack 


The pack of fresh lima beans in 1937 totaled 1,449,040 cases 
soos containers, as compared with 1,512,737 cases in 
936 and 1,133,776 cases in 1935, according to figures com- 
by the Association's Division of Statistics. The follow- 


lity 


191,822 161,702 168,769 
ennsyiv cw a 
a) a) 46,170 
612 490,749 563/716 
cel 1,133,776 1,512,737 1,449,040 


(a) Included in other states. 
The following table shows the pack in the various sizes of 


Size 1935 1936 1987 
Cases Cases Cases 


bende 931,512 1,319,737 1,162,783 
9,817 7,283 6, 833 
1 71,6385 67,121 53,023 
117,302 107,583 185,842 
Miscellaneous.............. 3,510 11,013 40,559 

1,133,776 1,512,737 1,449,040 


GOVERNMENT PURCHASES 


Information for Canners Who Wish to Receive 
Invitations to Bid 


Purchases of canned foods by the departments and estab- 
lishments of the Federal government are made on specifica- 
tions, which are either embodied in the invitation to bid or 
are cited in the invitation with a statement as to where and 
how they may be obtained. 

Most government purchases are made on the basis of 
specifications promulgated by the Director of Procurement, 
Treasury Department. Formerly a Federal Specifications 
Board formulated specifications for use by government pur- 
chasing officers, but in 1935 a Federal Specifications Execu- 
tive Committee under the chairmanship of the Director of the 
Bureau of Standards was created by order of the Director of 
Procurement, Treasury Department. Working under this 
Executive Committee are a number of technical committees 
which draw up Federal specifications for products not al- 
ready covered and which suggest amendments and modifica- 
tions to existing specifications. 

Final promulgation of a specification rests with the Di- 
rector of Procurement, and upon his endorsement it is 
printed in the Federal Standards Stock Catalog and becomes 
in the nature of a minimum standard to be followed by gov- 
ernment purchasing officers. 

Various procurement divisions have modified these speci- 
fications to meet particular and necessary requirements. The 
Veterans Administration, for example, does not follow the 
Federal specifications in buying for hospital dietary uses, nor 
does the Interior Department in its purchases of canned to- 
matoes. 

All Federal specifications are listed and classified in the 
Federal Standards Stock Catalog. Those relating to food 


ee ing table shows the pack in these three years, by States: 
State 1935 1936 1937 
Cases Cases Cases 
| 
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appear in Section IV, Part 1, which may be obtained from 
the Superintendent of Documents, Government Printing 
Office, for 10 cents. This catalog is necessary to ascertain 
whether any particular product has been covered by Federal 
specifications. Each specification is published separately and 
may be purchased from the Superintendent of Documents for 
5 cents. 


Upon receipt of a request addressed to the various pro- 
curement offices, the largest buyers of canned foods in the 
government, the canner will be placed on the prospective 
bidders list and will be mailed invitations to bid. 

The Navy Department issues invitations to bid once a year 
during the height of the canning season and uniformly re- 
quires that samples be submitted. Address: Purchase Divi- 
sion, Bureau of Supplies and Accounts, Navy Department, 
Washington, D. C. 

The Veterans Administration makes annual purchases 
during the canning season. On large orders an inspection 
is made at the cannery before delivery. Samples are seldom 
required. Address: R.-C, Kidd, Chief of Procurement Divi- 
sion, Veterans Administration, Washington, D. C. 


The Department of the Interior (Indian Service) issues 
invitations to bid in the spring and fall of each year. It does 
not require the submission of samples. Address: W. B. Fry, 
Purchasing Officer, Department of the Interior, Washington, 
D. C. 


The War Department purchasing system is decentralized 
and purchases are made through the year according to re- 
quirements. A list of the Army posts, camps, stations, and 
depots that maintain a file of prospective bidders may be 
obtained from the Office of the Quartermaster General, War 
Department, Washington, D. C. 

The Department of Justice purchases are also decentralized. 
A list of the Federal penal and correctional institutions, all 
of which maintain files of prospective bidders, may be ob- 
tained from the Bureau of Prisons, Department of Justice, 
Washington, D. C. 


BUYING FOR HOME BY CONTRACT 


Advantages Described in Article in Journal of 
Home Economics 


In an article on “Buying Household Goods by Contract”, 
which appears in the November number of the Journal of 
Home Economics, Lita Bane and Ruth Crawford Freeman 
give the results of a study of the accounts kept by 1,000 
Illinois farm and town homemakers. The article deals 
chiefly with the purchase of household supplies for the year 
on a contractual basis. As an illustration the article states 
that a typical family of six, living in a town, purchased 
for the year the following amounts of canned food: 


48 No. 24% cans peaches 
12 No. 2 cans pineapple 
36 No. 2 cans green beans 
18 No. 2 cans corn 

18 No. 2 cans peas 

24 No, 2 cans carrots 

30 No. 2 cans tomatoes 


The authors make a number of comments on the advan- 


tages of this method of purchasing, to both the consumer and 
the dealer, and some of their comments follow: 


“Canned foods for the winter are frequently contracted for 
in the summer, thus giving the merchant a more stable basis 
on which to make his purchases, even to the point of buying 
the complete output of some canning plants. Some of the 
= from such a deal have been passed on to the quantity 

yer of canned goods. 

“A family with a year’s plan for spen divided accord- 
ing to quantities of different articles need , will be able to 
contract in advance for their year’s supply with the various 
merchants who deal in different types of commodities needed 
by the family. 

“Such advance contracts will not only give the family dis- 
count from the merchant because the advance information will 
make it possible for him to thee mee Ae yt but it will pre- 
vent paying higher prices if ould 
advance in price during this period 

“Think what it will mean to the retail merchant and to the 
consumer if the merchants have signed contracts with a large 
number of their responsible customers as to the kind and 

antity of certain goods they would take during the year. 

y such a plan, specified dates of delivery during the year 
could be made; for example, 52 pounds of coffee, might be 
ordered, but it could be delivered on the basis of a pound a 
week during the year; 300 pounds of sugar might be ordered, 
to be delivered in 100-pound bags, one just before canning 
time, one in the fall, and one in the spring. Since the mer- 
chant would also specify to the producer or manufacturer 
corresponding times for delivery, it would not be necessary 
for the consumer to pay for the article until delivered. This 
would be a very desirable feature both to the merchant and 
customer, in that it would avoid large outlays of money far in 
advance of the need of the articles.” 


Leading Fruit and Vegetable Counties 


Requests for information about the leading fruit and 
vegetable counties in the United States has led the Census 
Bureau of the Department of Commerce to issue a series of 
leaflets furnishing information upon the 50 or 100 leading 
counties, showing the acreage devoted to specified vegetables 
or the number of trees of all ages of specified fruits. Copies 
of these leaflets may be obtained by writing to Division 36-A, 
Bureau of Census, Department of Commerce, Washington, 
D. C. The items covered by the leaflets are as follows: 
Vegetables—Irish potatoes, sweet potatoes, beans (string or 
snap), sweet corn, cabbages, tomatoes, watermelons, and 
farm garden vegetables; fruits—apples, cherries, peaches, 
pears, plums and prunes, oranges, grapefruit, grapes, and 
strawberries. 
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